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third segment is somewhat constricted. The second segment
is ornamented by a narrow yellow half-ring dorsally and
laterally, excluding the orcillettes. The third and fourth
segments bear on each side a subtrigonal yellow spot, the two
succeeding segmenfs being unornamented.  The seventh
segment bears at its basal third a yellow semicircle ; the
following segments are nnornamented, the seventh and eighth
of equal length. The ninth segment has a short spine at its
hinder margin above. The tenth segment is provided dor-
sally with an acute retroverted horn, sparsely haired and with
a minute obconic plate attached to its base. This horn is
equal in height to the length of the tenth segment. There
are small erenatures on the hinder margins of the last three
segments. The appendages are black: the superior sub-
cylindric, approached until their terminal third, where they
become divaricate; they are slightly curved upwards and
forwards seen in profile; the apices are obtuse; they are
sparsely haired and are of the length of the eighth segment.
The inferior appendages are somewhat shorter, conical, bifid
at the tip, and with a deep conical groove basally, the apex
pointing outwards ; they are much thickened at the base,
and seen in profile the extremities curve slightly upwards:
like the superiors, they are shightly hairy.

The wing-expanse is 3% inches and the length 2 inches
9 lines.

The affinities of this species are curious. It has an un-
doubted aflinity to Ceratogomphus in its general facies and
the abdominal dorsal spine, but the anal appendages ( C. pictus)
are widely different; no lateral plates occur, as in Cerato-
gomphus pictus. Again, it approaches _lnormogomphus iu
the oreillettes, whilst the Corduliine character of the position
of the nodus of the upper wings is peculiar.

The female is unknown, as likewise the exact habitat of
the described male. 1 believe, however, it is a Cameroon
species.  One specimen in my own collection.

MISCELLANEOUS.

Note on Rhysota Armiti. By Epear A. Swrrn.

In the August number of these ¢ Annals’ somo observations
appeared from the pen of Mr. C. Hedley upon the identity of this
species with the . flyensts of that author. 1f in 22, Awrmiti I have
redeseribed Mr, Hedley’s species (which at present scems very
doubtful), T must lay the blame either upon his description and
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figure or npon the amount of variation assumed by this form. [
fully concur with Mr. Hedley with regard to the importance of
figures, which, however, should be correct, for an inaceurate figure
is almost worse than none.

I find other differences, however, besides that of size, which
certainly is not “the only written discrepaney in tho descriptions
of cach.” Differences of form, of colour, and sculpture are also
indicated. The whorls of 1. flyensis arc said to be ‘¢ above rather
convex,” whereas in 2. Armete they are flattish (“ vix convexi-
usenli 7). The lower surface of the latter is concentrically striated,
a feature not noticed in the description of 78 flyensis.  The spire in
Mr. Hedley’s figure is much higher than in my species, and the
strongly marked subperipheral band is also wanting in f2. Armiti.
1 compared it with 2. herenles, not because I was ignorant of
Mr. Hedley’s description and figure of f2. flyensis, but Lecause it
scemed to me to bave a closer rclationship with that species, and
because specimens were at hand for comparison.

In conclusion, I would remark that Mr. Hedley’s observations
would have appeared with more propriety if he had heen writing
upon the fauna of New Guinea.  Some Americans are said to be
very jealous of interference by Enropeans with their fauna: and it
seems almost as if the « green-cyed monster” were tripping in the
Antipodes.

Descriptions of some new Arancide of New Sowth Wales.
By W.J. Raixnow,

Three new species of orh-weavers of the genns Nephila from New
England and Sydney are deseribed.  The fact is recorded of a young
bird (probably Fstrelda teiporalis) ‘having been canght in the web
of . ventricoset in the vicinity of Sydney ; also that Mr. A. J. Thorpe,
of the Australian Muscum, had seen an emu-wren (Stipiturus
asnalachurus) entangled in the web of one of the Nephilee at Madden's,
near Belle Plains (N.S.WL) 5 also at Cape York several of the blno
warblers, notably Malirus Brownii (Vig. & Horst.) and M. amabilis
(Gonld). The writer points out that it is only young birds and
those of weak wing-power that are arrcsted by such webs, and he
expresses doubt as to the correctness of the assertion of somo writers
that birds so caught are devoured by the spiders ; he points ont that
cach web is placed in position by the unerring instinets of the spider,
simply beeause the situation is such as will assure abundance of
food in the shape of inseets, and that it is merely an aceident when
a bird becomes entangled in the toil.  The paper concludes with o
deseription of the mode of eoition in the Nephile and a list of {ho
previously deseribed Australian speeies of the genus.—Abstract of
Proceedings of the Linncan Socicty of New South Wales, June 26,
1895, p. 1.



